us used to agree on in condemning it. Therefore, on any rational ground, this is the major point around which current argument should turn. Defenders of contraception should try to show that the practice they approve is virtuous rather than immoral. Those whose agreement with the condem nation had any philosophical grounds should expose those grounds and defend them, so far as they can be defended, and yield only what is rationally indefensible.

That is what I have tried to do in my book, Contraception and the Natural
. Here I presuppose that study. I do not try to summarize it; that would be too long a task. Instead I offer a few brief reflections on the methodological aspects of the current controversy.
Contraception is intrinsically immoral, and for this reason it is irrelevant that intercourse conduces to goods other than the initiation of new human life. There is nothing new in the fact that intercourse between loving spouses can be an appropriate celebration of their special friendship and can have good psychological effects even when the initiation of a new life is not possible. There is nothing new in the fact that abstention from inter course often is painful and sometimes can occasion psychological difficulties.
Nor 
The equivocation also underlies the argument of those who propose contraceptive intercourse as a human good on the ground that it is still a natural symbol of marital community. Nor is this equivocation absent from most current arguments that periodic continence is unnatural. And the abuse of language reaches its height in the argument that contraception must be morally licit because statistics prove prolonged abstinence on the part of married couples to be unnatural.
Contraception is intrinsically immoral-the point is easier to see than it is to prove. Hence, it is not surprising that lacking a defensible theory of moral principles, our colleagues of the last generation used equivocations on "natural" to bridge the gap between facts and norms. But the gap be tween what man already is and what he
